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Introduction
One experiences a wide variety of cooperation in rural space. Individuals, families, businesses, institutions, and authorities are all urged by economic, environmental, and social goals, or a combination of them, to think and act together. Rural cooperation can be examined from the perspective of its goals, actors, scale, and attitude to other types of cooperation, etc. This chapter has adopted a spatial/territorial approach.
A geographical approach is based on the fact that some cooperation reaches beyond rural areas and strives to fit into a broader, let's say global context; other types of cooperation outline the relationship between rural actors and, hence, rural space itself. The latter include the types of cooperation between social groups with attachment to the various localities in rural space which are the building blocks of the social and economic space, and shape geographical space. Cross-community cooperation helps resolve the problems facing local communities and creates the structures which determine the future operation of cooperation. Cross-community cooperation is an important tool for creating space. Studying cooperation and its conditions and effect-mechanism is important for spatial processes to be understood and influenced purposefully and, in a broader perspective, for the possibilities of livelihood for those living in the country to be shaped.
I propound the assumption that a state socialist past and its legacy offer a special context for cooperation. Paradoxically, they both facilitate and, to an even larger extent, inhibit partnership-based, crosscommunity cooperation. This past and this legacy have, even within the single rural policy of the EU, led to a content and a form that differ from what is experienced in Western Europe. My chapter addresses four issues: the reasons underlying crosscommunity cooperation and its anticipated benefits; the processes shaping cooperation in Hungary; the current situation of cooperation and how it differs from its counterpart in Western Europe; and a few future scenarios based on the information and experience gained from the first three.
Reasons for cross-community cooperation
Alongside the reasons that stem from the very essence of rurality, political reasons also underpin the need for cross-community cooperation, while creating a framework for this cooperation.
Inherent characteristics of local rural communities
By a 'local community' we mean a group of people who live in the same locality, form a community in order to satisfy their daily needs, and are able to govern themselves. Social geography has identified seven functions to be performed so that the needs of local residents are satisfied. The functions to be performed are the provision of (1) housing, (2) jobs/income-earning opportunities, (3) education facilities, (4) shopping facilities, (5) communications (including transport), (6) leisure time (recreational) facilities and (7) conditions for living as a member of the community (Partzsch, qtd. in Berényi, 1997) . Local needs are satisfied predominantly within (inside) the localities themselves. In line with the principle of subsidiarity (Pius XI, 1931) , it is the local governments' duty to arrange, in accordance with the applicable regional and national regulations, for the functions linked to those needs that neither the family nor the neighbourhood can satisfy (Pálné, 2008) .
Hungary is characterised by a large number of small-size localities, each with a large population. Eight percent of Hungary's population inhabits localities with a population of fewer than 1,000 persons, accounting for 54% of Hungary's total number of settlements. Towns with a population of fewer than 10,000 persons represent a high (45%) share of the urban network. In terms of its settlement structure, Hungary's rather small (93 km²) territory can be split into four regions: (1) the Alföld (the Lowlands), characterised by a small number of large villages and (market and farming) towns, (2) the Dunántúl (Transdanubia) and (3) the region of the North Central Mountains (with both Transdanubia and the North Central Mountains characterised by a large number of small villages and towns alongside industrial cities with an artificiallyinflated population), and (4) the middle of the country, dominated by
